Of those who saw the note and recall it, Oswald threatened to bomb either 
the FBI office, the police station or both, and it was over what he referred to 
as harassment of his wife. 

How this confused and confusing penny-dreadful mishmash got editorial 
approval in any substantial newspaper, one like the Post in particular, is not 
easy to see or to understand. Aside from the fact that if anything at all were 
seen in it, that is only conjecture at best and thus not news. Outlook is the 
paper s weekly editorial section. It is the place for opinion and for articles 
r ef lecting thought and that on serious issues. Not for imagined claptrap. 

How nobody spotted the inherent unreasonableness and the self-contradictions 
that alone should have disqualified it for the Post and for a book I simply can- 
not understand. 



The entire unintended spoof of responsible journalism and investigative 
reporting and, one presumes, the coming book, is based on their "Fourth Tramp." 

He came into the La Fontaines’ scenario the afternoon of the day of the assassi- 
nation. When he did, in this La Fontaine fantasy, Oswald had nothing on his mind 
but jailhouse gossip. Not having been arrested for killing a policeman. Norjthe 
reports that he would be accused of killing the President. Not those tough and 
dangerous police inter rogatons that had already begun and were frequent and long- 
lasting, giving him not that much time in his cell for jailhouse gossip. Not ~t 

having a lawyer in facing at least one murder charge. None of these matters 
occupied Oswald's mind at alljin this La Fontaine version. 

Instead, he reveled in jailhouse gossip and from it allegedly got his 
first knowledge of the gunrunning plot. 

Afuerhe was arrested for the killing or killings of November 22, 1963. 

At one and the same time these star reporters, these investigative 
geniuses, the La Fontaines, have him snitching on it before he - in their very 



own vers 



ion - even knew about it^' 
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"Oswald Talked," the name of their coming book? About what? What was 
already in the papers and police records? 

And nobody at either the Post or at Pelican book publishers caught any of 
this? Amazing! 

The rest of their article is similarly flawed and reflects street informa- 
tion rather than the existing official information. 

It is inaccurate and it has nothing to do with "Oswald Talked," which he 
did not do in any event, except in the imaginations of those who are Perry 
Mason, Dick Tracy or both and who want to sell a book. And newspaper articles for 
pay and to promote their book. 

In the post-John F. Kennedy United States it is this kind of hurtful drivel 
that finds the ready market that does not exist for factual stories in newspapers 
and magazines or in book publishing. 
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Publishers do not give a damn about our precious history or that terrible 

crime, its consequences and its costs. All that matters is paying for and pub- 

M. 

lishing what is untrue, impossible and confus&gg the people even more. 

How else could such a travesty as this La Fontaine rubbish be published 
without even minimal checking on it, checking the Post knew it could get free and 
by only a phone call? 

Checking that it knew it could send its own researchers to do as in the 
past. Or it could have phoned the FBI. 

Publishing this kind of perfumed rot also undermines legitimate criticism 
of what for nine out of ten Americans as of the last poll is the official 
assassination mythology. 

Looking down from their imagined Olympus on all others and to give their 
contribution to the endless corruptions of our history some semblance of critical 
thinking and writing, under the_ subhead The Legend of the Three Tramps , in bold- 
face type and underscored, the^wrlte : 

"John Elrod might be called the fourth tramp of Dallas. His story is the 
legitimate offspring of a bastard parent, i.e., the tale of 'three tramps'. This 
trio of Dallas hobos inspired some of the most imaginative scenarios in the often- 
bizarre Kennedy assassination literature. They were photographed in the company 
of a Dallas policeman shortly after the assassination. ... (they) achieved pop 
icon status ..." 

Aside from describing their own entry in the "of ten-bizarre Kennedy assas- 
sination literature" rather well in their condemnation of all the others, all of 
which deserve condemnation, the La Fontaines here underscore their ignorance of 
the established fact, their jounalistic carelessness or both. 

If in their account the Elrod story is "legitimate," then there is nothing 
that can be illegitimate. 



23 




None of those men was a Dallasite, so they were not a "trio of Dallas 



hobos . " 

They were not "photographed in the company of _a Dallas policeman." They 
were being taken to jail by two Dallas policemen, identified above. 

Sublime in uheir ignorance and wanting to be ci^itical of the government 
for its continued withholding of JFK assassination records, of which they know 
no thing' 1 ' and they had no interest in those long disclosed/ they go after one agency 
in particular, one with the scantiest of records and one that is not relevant in 
their Elrod fantasy at all, Army Intelligence. 

Of course, they take a snipe at others, the FBI in particular. 

They say that "In 1378, it was learned that there had been an Army Intel- 
ligence file on Oswald even before the assassination. The file, according to the 
Army, had been 'routinely destroyed' in 1973." 

The file they are talking about was that of a since-disbanded Texas unit. 

What is unusual about any intelligence component having a file on an 
American who at the cold war time at least went through the motions of defecting 
to the USSR asOswald did? Especially when he did possess what was regarded as 
military secrets? 

And as I learned and have since confirmed with official records, and 
published in 1967, before the La Fontaines were attracted to the JFK assassination 
industry, when he had a very high security clearance, "CRUPTO, " which required 
"TOP SECRET" clearance? 

But the truth is worse than they say. It was not that one file, "an Army 
Intelligence file on Oswald," and it was not just "learned'". It was published. 

1 had filed an FOIA request of the Army for all its files on or about 
Oswald. I got nothing. I continued correspondence in an effort to get compliance. 
T got nothing at all. Then, just before he was to retire, a man whose name I 
continue to withhold phoned me. He told me that he felt safe in doing it because 




he was retiring and that all the Army's files on the JFK assassination - not only 
those on Oswald, of which he said there were three - had been shipped to its 
depot near Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, at Indiantown Gap, and all had been destroyed 
there . 

If these self-portrayed experts, the La Fontaines, were not as ignorant 
of the subject about which they write with such pretended authority, they could 
have made both an accurate and a meaningful criticism. The destruction of any 
such records without the approval of the National Archives was and is strictly 
prohibited. The Army did not ask for or have that permission. The Archives 
couldjiot have given it for any historical records without examining them. 

When I learned this, I phoned my friend, Les Whitten, then Jack Anderson's 
associate on the Washington Merry-Go-Round column. 

It then published the correct account, not what the La Fontaines refer 
to, what they say was "learned.'' 

The La Fontaines have earned their own "pop icon status" with their 
invention of "The Fourth Tramp." 
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